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Abstract: One of the several ways in which affect may influence cognition is when people use affect
as a source of information about external events. Emotional reasoning, ex-consequentia reasoning,
and affect-as-information are terms referring to the mechanism that can lead people to take their
emotions as information about the external world, even when the emotion is not generated by the
situation to be evaluated. Pre-existing emotions may thus bias evaluative judgments of unrelated
events or topics. From this perspective, the more people experience a particular kind of affect, the
more they may rely on it as a source of valid information. Indeed, in several studies, it was found
that adult patients suffering from psychological disorders tend to use negative affect to estimate the
negative event as more severe and more likely and to negatively evaluate preventive performance.
The findings on this topic have contributed to the debate that theorizes the use of emotional reasoning
as responsible for the maintenance of dysfunctional beliefs and the pathological disorders based on
these beliefs. The purpose of this paper is to explore this topic by reviewing and discussing the main
studies in this area, leading to a deeper understanding of this phenomenon.

Keywords: emotion; beliefs; emotional reasoning; affect-as-information; psychopathology; anxiety;
guilt; obsessive-compulsive disorder; anxiety disorders; depression; personality disorders

1. Introduction

What maintains dysfunctional beliefs and psychological disorders as well as their re-
sistance to change is a topical question for clinical and cognitive scientists. The explanation
of these phenomena is especially fundamental to any theory of pathological suffering and
thus is also fundamental to clinical cognitivism. In this paper, we will try to answer these
crucial questions, examining the influence of emotions on some cognitive processes and
how this can strengthen the beliefs at the basis of the emotional experience itself. In this
perspective, we will refer to the appraisal theories of emotions. Specifically, the appraisal-
based theories attest that both normal and abnormal emotional states are based on “a
person’s subjective evaluation or appraisal of the personal significance of a situation, object,
or event on a number of dimensions or criteria” [1] (p. 637). What we want to address here
is the influence of emotions on beliefs (i.e., representations, cognitions, assumptions) and
how this could lead to the maintenance of pathological disorders.

2. Emotional Reasoning or Affect-as-Information

From cognitive psychology, we know that affective-emotional dispositions influence
cognitive processes in different ways; all, however, reinforce the assumptions that support
that specific emotional state. According to Caprara and Cervone [2], for example, in all
people, the affective state increases the availability of images, thoughts, and memories
congruent with the previous emotional state (priming effect), even if the emotional state
depends on events belonging to different situations (e.g., listening to sad and melancholy
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music tends to induce sad and gloomy thoughts or images in our minds, even if we
were fine until a moment before). Yet another of the numerous ways in which affect can
influence cognition is when people use affect as a source of information about external
events [3,4]. Emotional reasoning, ex-consequentia reasoning, and affect-as-information are
indeed terms referring to a particular psychological mechanism that can potentially lead
individuals to take their emotions as information of external events, even when the emotion
is not generated by the situation to be evaluated. The theory of emotional reasoning or
affect as information describes, therefore, the psychological mechanism according to which
human beings tend to use their emotions as significant information to express evaluations
and judgments about the world rather than refer objectively to reality.

This mechanism differs from the "priming effect", since in this case, the influence
of emotions on cognitive processes is indirect; in the case of affect-as-information, the
influence of emotions on the evaluations expressed by the individuals is more direct. In
fact, emotional states have the power to influence people’s judgments, especially when
they are experienced as providing judgment-relevant information [5–7]. When people
make evaluative judgments, they may question how they feel about an event, an activity,
or a topic to be evaluated [6]. However, when individuals experience these circumstances,
they find it hard to distinguish the affective responses to the event (how they feel about it)
from the pre-existing affect that can be considered irrelevant to the event (how they feel
at that particular moment). Thus, the hypothesis is that pre-existing emotions may bias
evaluative judgments of unrelated events or topics [8]. For instance, Schwarz and Clore [4]
showed that people who were asked to describe a negative episode in their lives reported a
lower level of life satisfaction compared to those who wrote about a positive life event.

Gasper and Clore [8] and Scott and Cervone [9] deeply explored the affect-as-information
mechanism in healthy subjects, finding that participants used laboratory-induced negative
affect as information for performance standards (the level of performance adopted by people
as a personal standard for evaluating their achievement) and for judgments of risk (likelihood
and severity of a negative outcome). In particular, Scott and Cervone [9] showed that negative
affect can influence the construction of higher performance standards even if the nature of
the performance is unrelated to the source of the negative affect. Moreover, Gasper and
Clore [8] showed that negative affect influences the evaluation of risks. Indeed, participants
that underwent an induced negative affect (such as sadness) estimated both personal and
impersonal negative events as more likely and severe than the participants that received an
induced positive affect. Most of the research with a non-clinical sample has thus highlighted
how affective-emotional dispositions actively influence some basic cognitive processes, albeit
indirectly. In return, this mechanism seems to feed vicious circles responsible for strengthening
the beliefs underlying the affective state itself.

Accordingly, emotion can work as a source of information, especially in people who
experience that emotional state chronically. From clinical observations, some authors have
maintained that the tendency to infer danger based on subjective anxiety (ex-consequentia
reasoning) may have a role in the development and maintenance of anxiety disorders
by starting a vicious circle that can be summarized in this way: anxiety induces a sense
of threat, which further stimulates more anxiety, and so on. The first and pioneering
studies in the clinical field were those by Arntz [3], which demonstrated that the affect-
as-information theory may function as a mechanism for maintaining anxiety and mood
disorders. Nowadays, the literature suggests that this phenomenon is more likely to be
noticed in clinical populations because of its endemic negative affect [10]. Indeed, the
exaggerated use of negative feelings as a source for evaluating danger (i.e., emotional
reasoning) has been revealed to have an important clinical relevance both as a maintenance
factor of a disorder and as a treatment target in cognitive therapy [11].

However, despite the substantial evidence and numerous studies about how affect
influences cognition in normal subjects [12,13], too little is known about the population
suffering from psychological disorders. The importance of emotions (e.g., anxiety) and
cognition in the development and maintenance of psychopathological disorders has been
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emphasized for both adults [11] and children [14]; however, there are still questions regarding
the relationship between maintaining dysfunctional beliefs or a pathological condition and
the use of emotion as information. In light of these considerations, the aim of this paper is to
explore this topic by reviewing the most relevant findings in psychopathology.

Feelings-As-Embodied Information

More recent studies suggest that affect-as-information can also be “embodied”. The
embodied cognition hypothesis on emotions introduces three new implications, which are
important for understanding the interaction between affect-as-information or emotional
reasoning and maintenance of clinical disorders. The first implication is that off-line
emotions may also take the form of “mental images” [15]. In particular, the vividness
of the image, which depends on the accessibility of affective systems, may influence the
interaction of emotions with judgments, contributing to the development and maintenance
of emotional disorders. The second implication is that emotional states do not disappear
after they are experienced, given that they can be re-created without external stimuli.
Indeed, the activation of the image of an emotional situation plays the role of “as if real”
templates, which trigger emotional reactions and feelings [16]. The last implication is
that the embodied simulation of emotions seems to re-use the same cognitive processes
involved during a simulated emotional experience [17,18]. Because of this mechanism,
the differences in the affective systems re-used for simulation (such as hyper-reactivity
in anxiety) may be reflected in the differences of the simulations (e.g., the ability to elicit
emotion, the vividness of the images, etc.) and their influence on the emotion.

Therefore, according to the embodied approach, emotional states can be co-opted as
embodied simulations of emotions or as a partial re-creation of an emotional state. The
outcome is that anxious individuals may perceive more danger because they assess it
based on highly vivid mental images of threatening or catastrophic events and anxious
feelings [18–22]. This mechanism has been called “simulation heuristic” [23,24]. Anxious
individuals are also characterized by hyper-reactivity of affective systems [25,26], and thus,
they may simulate more vividly feelings of anxiety to assess danger, judge situations, or
cope with events. Unfortunately, the risks of this cognitive bias include both hampering
the identification of false alarms and to behaving in a way to confirm the a priori threat
value of the feared stimuli/situations.

3. Emotional Reasoning or Affect-As-Information Mechanism in Anxiety Disorders

Several studies show that anxious individuals tend to easily engage in emotional rea-
soning, leading them to draw invalid conclusions about a situation based on their subjective
emotional assessment or response [3,27]. The mechanism of emotional reasoning has been
clearly described by Beck, Emery, and Greenberg [28]: “many anxious patients use their
feelings to validate their thoughts and thus start a vicious circle: I’ll be anxious when I ask
for the date, so there must be something to fear” (p. 198). Arntz et al.’s [3] experiments
on emotional reasoning show that adult anxious patients inferred danger based on their
anxious response, whereas normal controls inferred danger primarily based on objective
information. In particular, in their first experiment, Arntz et al. [3] compared three groups
of patients with anxiety disorders (spider phobia, panic disorder, and social phobia) to a
group of individuals with a mixture of anxiety disorders (i.e., obsessive-compulsive disorder
(OCD), generalized anxiety disorder (GAD), or post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD)) and a
non-clinical control group to evaluate responses to an emotional reasoning task. Participants
were asked to rate the danger evident for each of a series of different scripts according to
objective danger (i.e., whether or not objective danger or objective safety information was
included) and emotional response (i.e., whether or not an anxious or non-anxious response
was indicated in the script). The scripts also varied according to disorder relevance. The
panic-disorder-relevant script described being in a crowded elevator. Participants were
provided with four possible endings to this scenario, as follows (p. 919):
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• “One of the passengers suddenly falls into your arms. You smile. You have been
interested in this person for quite some time and this seems to be a good opportunity"
(i.e., objective safety and non-anxious response).

• “Suddenly you become very anxious” (i.e., objective safety and anxious response).
• “All of a sudden the elevator gets stuck between floors. The ventilator stops and the

elevator won’t budge. You see two people faint: one falls into your arms. You smile.
You’ve been interested in this person for quite some time and this seems to be a good
opportunity” (i.e., objective danger and non-anxious response).

• “All of a sudden the elevator gets stuck between floors. You have seen two people faint.
Suddenly you become very anxious” (i.e., objective danger and anxious response).

Participants were considered to have engaged in emotional reasoning if their danger
ratings for a given script were greater when the ending included an anxious response
compared with a non-anxious response (averaged across objectively safe and dangerous
endings). Arntz et al. [3] reported that anxious patients engaged in emotional reasoning,
as evidenced by significantly greater danger ratings for scripts that contained anxiety
response information than for those without this information. In contrast, the non-clinical
participants provided only marginally more negative ratings for scripts that described
an anxious response. Interestingly, there were no significant differences across anxiety
disorder diagnostic groups in the extent to which they exhibited emotional reasoning.
Moreover, the emotional reasoning tendency was general rather than disorder-specific;
anxious patients demonstrated emotional reasoning across all scripts, not just those that
were thematically linked to their disorder. The authors maintained that this tendency to
infer danger based on subjective anxiety (ex-consequentia reasoning) may play a role in
the development and maintenance of anxiety disorders by starting a vicious circle in which
anxiety leads one to infer that there is a threat, which further stimulates anxiety, which
further increases the sense of threat, and so on. There is also evidence to suggest that
emotional reasoning may play a role in PTSD [29]. Engelhard et al. [29] administered three
of Arntz et al.’s [3] scripts (relating to panic disorder, social phobia, and spider phobia)
to Vietnam combat veterans with and without PTSD. Overall, the veterans with PTSD
provided greater danger ratings than those without PTSD when the subject of these three
scripts was described as having an anxious response compared with a neutral response.

Emotional reasoning has also been investigated in children using similar experimental
procedures to those employed by Arntz et al. [3]. These studies have provided evidence
that, while almost all children engage in emotional reasoning to some extent [30–36], it
may be the persistence of this tendency into adulthood that confers an increased risk
of subsequent psychopathology [30,31]. This contention is based partly on the finding
that emotional reasoning, although common in all children, is negatively correlated with
cognitive development in 10- to 13-year-olds and partly on the finding that healthy adults
in Arntz et al.’s [3] study did not appear to engage in emotional reasoning.

Consistent with the findings of studies that have used adult samples [3], Morren et al. [30]
found that primary school children demonstrated emotional reasoning tendencies across
three different anxiety-themed vignettes (about social, generalized, and separation anxiety).
Together with the findings from adult samples [3], these results suggest that emotional
reasoning may be a general tendency that is not specific to particular situations. However,
central to these models is the hypothesis that interpretation biases, such as the over-estimation
of danger in the environment, provoke anxious feelings and drive avoidant behaviors, which
then reinforce those same interpretations.

4. Emotional Reasoning or Affect-As Information Mechanism in
Obsessive-Compulsive Disorder (OCD)

Emotional reasoning has been invoked also to explain the maintenance of beliefs
characterizing OCD. A first hypothesis, named mood-as-information, has been cited by
several authors, including Clark [37], MacDonald and Davey [38], O’Connor [39], and
Rachman [40,41], to explain OCD. However, MacDonald and Davey [38] were the first
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to empirically explore this hypothesis. The authors maintained that the perseveration
of a disorder or symptom occurs whenever people experience a negative mood and ask
themselves “Did I do as much as I can with this task?”. In their study, they also showed
that healthy subjects checked more while correcting a text with numerous errors when they
questioned themselves using the “Did I do as much as I can?” stop rule. Similarly, healthy
participants also reported more checks when they were in a negative mood compared
to participants who were in a negative mood but used another stop rule (“Do I feel like
continuing?”). While MacDonald and Davey [38] interpreted these findings as support for
the “mood as input” explanation in compulsive checking, other results call into question
this conclusion [13]. Indeed, other authors objected to the fact that the experimental
“perseveration” observed in the MacDonald and Davey [38] paradigm occurred only
for complex tasks (such as checking a complicated text) and that the “perseveration”
was functional for participants’ reasoning (such as to detect errors), while compulsive
perseveration occurred typically for very simple tasks, and it was inherently non-functional.
In the last case, task performance did not increase with repetition. In fact, MacDonald and
Davey’s [38] results disappeared once the task request was easier and more OCD-relevant.
Thus, it may be doubted whether the application of the “mood-as-input” mechanism works
as a valid model of OCD checking.

Later, another explanation was proposed for how emotional reasoning might be
relevant to understanding OCD [27]. A significant body of literature showed that the
fear of guilt for having acted irresponsibly, with an exaggerated sense of responsibility,
appears to be central to the appearance, development, and perpetuation of obsessions and
compulsions [40–46]. Therefore, according to this hypothesis, obsessions and compulsions
could be considered as activities aimed at preventing the anticipated experience of guilt
for having acted irresponsibly. That is, OC perseverations may follow from the fear of
behaving irresponsibly, causing unjustified damage to oneself or others, and/or violating a
moral norm [42,47–50]. Some authors thus questioned whether the experience of guilt was
also related to the increased sense of threat and the decreased belief in the effectiveness
of normal washing, checking, or other preventive activities. Gangemi, Mancini, and van
den Hout [27] were the first to test this hypothesis. In their study, in line with earlier
investigations on emotional reasoning, they explored whether the feeling of guilt might,
in and of itself, increase the sense of threat, reducing the satisfaction of preventive action
even when the source of the guilt experienced has nothing to do with the situation for
which the threat is to be evaluated. Accordingly, compulsive perseveration would result
from the obsessive patient’s goal of avoiding the risk of not complying with one’s own
perceived responsibilities. In their study, participants were divided into high- and low-trait
guilt groups based on a trait measure of guilt. In both groups, the feeling of guilt was
induced by asking participants write about a guilt-related, anxiety-related, or neutral life
event. Later, participants were assigned to one of three affect induction conditions (guilt,
anxiety, or neutral) to ensure that the possible effects of induced guilt were due to state
guilt and not to negative affect in general. The emotional states were thus neither generated
by nor related to the task used later in the experiment. The task involved requesting
participants to estimate both the likelihood and severity of a negative outcome and the
dissatisfaction with preventive performance for scripts related thematically to OCD. Thus,
individuals were asked to consider two situations, which, if left unchecked, may cause
harm or negative outcomes for which they may evaluate themselves as guilty for having
acted irresponsibly [42]. Participants were presented with scenarios such as the following:
“You are at your home together with your friends. Your parents are away. You and your
friends decide to go to a pub to join other friends. You and your friends leave your house
while you are playing around and joking. Later, while staying in the pub, it strikes you that
you might not have checked the shutters and that the house might have been burgled”.

Furthermore, after having read the scenarios, participants completed a questionnaire
to assess the likelihood of the negative event occurring (for example, “How likely is it
that burglars had broken into your home?”) and to estimate the severity of the negative
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event (for example: “How severe would the harm suffered by your family be in the
case of housebreaking?”). Results demonstrated that guilt had specific effects on threat
estimates. However, although guilt and anxiety share a similar negative valence, only guilt
induction led participants to estimate the negative event as more severe and more likely
than “anxious” participants. Moreover, the authors found that guilt also had specific effects
on performance standards. Guilt induction led participants to estimate their performance
aimed to prevent a negative outcome as more unsatisfactory compared to participants of
the anxiety-induction group. Therefore, these findings suggest that OCD patients may use
the feeling of guilt as information; however, the debate is still open, as this question awaits
testing with clinical participants.

To demonstrate that anxiety, together with responsibility, could be used as information,
leading to an overestimation of threat in obsessive patients, [51] Lommen and colleagues
conducted an exploratory study. They examined emotional reasoning based on feelings of
anxiety in a group of patients affected by OCD and compared this to a group of patients
with other anxiety disorders as well as a healthy control group. They also assessed if
these groups were influenced by feelings of responsibility in judging the dangerousness of
situations. Their findings showed that OCD patients used emotional reasoning comparable
to the anxiety patients’ group. However, in contrast to previous results, they also found
that healthy controls use emotional reasoning, though this seemed to be restricted to situa-
tions that contained objectively safe information. However, in line with Gangemi et al.’s
findings [27], only the OCD group rated the situation as more dangerous when feelings
of responsibility were present; the anxiety patients and healthy controls did not seem
to be influenced by feelings of responsibility. In summary, it can be hypothesized that
feelings of guilt and feelings of anxiety, though only those associated with responsibility,
are associated with an increase in the perceived likelihood and severity of OCD-relevant
risks. Thus, individuals with OCD might also engage in emotional reasoning, given that
emotional states such as anxiety, responsibility, and guilt seem to contribute to increased
levels of perceived risk and high standards.

However, questions remain regarding emotional reasoning and the obsessions and
compulsions that are not related to fear of guilt or responsibility. Some studies have shown
that disgust-based reasoning can contribute to the development and perpetuation of obses-
sions and compulsions, like cleaning rituals, that are linked to the fear of contamination [52].
According to the idea that contamination-fearful individuals are typically characterized
by a heightened propensity for disgust as a trait [52–54], it has been hypothesized that
the enhanced tendency toward fear of contamination would lead individuals to experi-
ence disgust in any given situation, increasing the presence of disgust-based emotional
reasoning and its threat-confirming influence. In a recent study by Verwoerd et al. [55],
the authors tested empirically whether disgust-based reasoning might be involved in fear
of contamination. Based on the contamination fear subscale of the Padua Inventory (PI),
the authors selected two groups of non-clinical participants, scoring lower and higher
than the established clinical range. Both groups were presented with a series of scripts
describing everyday contamination-relevant scenarios (e.g., walking on the road and de-
tecting a urine smell; touching a parking meter), which systematically varied in terms
of the absence/presence of the actor’s disgust response and the absence/presence of an
objective threat of contamination. They were then asked to report their perceived threat
of contamination or illness. As expected, high contamination-fearful individuals inferred
the occurrence of a threatening outcome based on their disgust response, in addition to
being based on an objective threat. Emotional reasoning was thus conceptualized as a more
general overestimation of danger, a higher subjective probability of contracting a disease,
and an enhanced risk of becoming contaminated.
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5. Emotional Reasoning or Affect-As-Information in Mood Disorders

According to the literature, depressive patients may use their negative feelings to
validate their thoughts, starting vicious circles that may contribute to their depression
being maintained [9]. However, the relationship between emotional reasoning or affect-
as-information and depression has not been systematically studied using clinical samples.
Scott and Cervone [9], after having demonstrated that negative affect can lead to the
construction of higher performance standards in non-clinical groups, argued that their
results could have relevant implications for the understanding and treatment of depression.
They suggested that depressed people may use their negative feelings to validate their
thoughts, starting a vicious circle that contributes to their depression being maintained. The
depressed mood could thus increase performance standards, thus decreasing the chance
that the standards are met, which decreases mood, which increases standards, and so on.
However, their hypotheses, although very reasonable for those who have experience with
depressed patients, have never been empirically tested.

Berle and Moulds [56] were the first to test empirically the hypothesis that depression is
characterized and maintained by elevated levels of emotional reasoning. Their experiment
was aimed at determining whether people who were experiencing a current major depressive
episode engaged in emotional reasoning to a greater extent than those who were not depressed.
Furthermore, they tried to verify whether previously depressed individuals engaged in higher
levels of emotional reasoning when compared with a group of never-depressed individuals,
to provide insights into whether elevated levels of emotional reasoning are confined to
depressive episodes or whether they might persist following an episode. According to the
authors, if important levels of emotional reasoning persist between different episodes, it may
indicate that emotional reasoning can serve as a risk factor or marker for individuals who
later develop depression, that emotional reasoning is a more enduring trait-like process [3], or
that the tendency persists as some sort of “cognitive scar” [57].

To this aim, individuals who were currently experiencing a major depressive episode
were compared with a group of non-depressed and never-depressed individuals in per-
forming an emotional reasoning task. The task was an adapted from Arntz et al. [3] and
included seven scenarios. Participants were asked to vividly imagine themselves in the
situation described in the scenarios presented, each of which had four different endings:
(1) objectively neutral and with a non-valenced emotional response, (2) objectively neutral
with a dysphoric (or anxious) emotional response, (3) objectively negative and with a
non-valenced emotional response, and (4) objectively negative and with a dysphoric (or
anxious) emotional response. For this task, they also used the ratings from Arntz et al.’s
study [4]: how dangerous is the situation, how safe is the situation, how controllable is the
situation, how unpleasant is the situation, and how good is this outcome.

The study of Berle and Moulds [56] showed that emotional reasoning tendencies may
not be conspicuous in currently depressed individuals. When the depressed and non-
depressed participants in their experiment were compared, the first group scored higher
on each of the emotional reasoning ratings than the group of non-depressed individuals;
however, these differences were not found to be statistically significant. Similar data was
found in the comparison between previously and never-depressed participants: even
though the mean scores for the previously depressed participants were consistently higher
than those for the never-depressed group, the difference was not significant. According
to the authors, this might be because depressed individuals vary greatly in the degree to
which they engage in emotional reasoning, which may be related to the level of severity of
their symptoms. Moreover, individuals with remitted depression may show higher levels
of non-self-referent emotional reasoning than those who never suffered from a depressive
episode; that is, they rely on their emotions when forming interpretations about situations.
Finally, according to Berle and Moulds [56], another possibility is that anxious individuals
have a greater awareness of emotional state information, because of their hypersensitivity
to their internal and external environments, than depressed individuals. Thus, anxious
individuals may be more likely to allow emotions to pervade their interpretations of
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situations, thereby allowing engagement in emotional reasoning, than depressed patients.
Previous studies indeed found that elevated levels of emotional reasoning were associated
with an anxiety disorder [3,29]; however, the results of this study suggest that this may not
be the case for depression.

6. Emotional Reasoning and Personality Disorders

Personality disorders are often considered among the most difficult to be treated as
they often require longer therapies and a greater expenditure of therapist energy. Despite
therapeutic effort, patients may show little progress because of the substrate of powerful
beliefs that constantly generate difficulties in developing coping skills. Another specific
characteristic of personality disorders is that they both result in and are a result of the
individual creating an egosyntonic template for viewing the world. Due to the inability to
look at their responses critically, patients seem also to be subjected to emotional reason-
ing [58]. While classic clinical cognitivist models underline how the information-processing
bias in patients with personality disorders distorts the individual’s perception, attention,
thoughts, beliefs, expectations, and memory in virtually all important areas of their lives,
little attention has been paid to the central role of emotional reasoning in maintaining these
kinds of disorders.

One of the key features of the application of the emotional reasoning hypothesis to
perseverative psychopathologies is that most of the disorders exhibit negative mood (such
as anxiety, sadness, or fear), which provides information about whether the goals of the
individual’s symptomatic behavior have been met. For instance, a recent study by Masland
and colleagues [59] examined the influence of emotional reasoning on trustworthiness ap-
praisals in individuals with borderline features. Participants were divided into two groups:
individuals with three or more borderline personality disorder symptoms and individuals
experiencing two or fewer symptoms. Participants were first exposed to negative, neutral,
and positive emotional information. They were then asked to rate the trustworthiness
of unfamiliar faces. More specifically, after have completed an affective priming task, in
which participants viewed a series of negative/threatening, neutral, or positive images, a
photograph of an unfamiliar face (male or female) was presented, and participants were
asked to rate the trustworthiness of the faces on a seven-point scale where plus three points
corresponded to untrustworthy and minus three to trustworthy, while zero is neutral
(scenes and faces were not related and facial expressions were natural and neutral). Results
show that participants with suspected borderline pathology made more untrusting ap-
praisals and they were more influenced by negative primes compared to the control group.
No differences between the two groups were found for the influence of positive or neutral
affective primes. Thus, individuals with borderline features may be differentially and
specifically influenced only by negative affective information. According to the authors, a
negative emotional context may thus augment biases in the interpretation of social cues
(including in the therapeutic setting) and may be related to mechanisms that support, for
example, the transient stress paranoia experienced by these patients. Moreover, according
to the Emotional Cascade Model of borderline personality disorder [60], emotional events
usually trigger rumination and negative cognition, which then increases the emotional
intensity and drives behavioral dysregulation. This behavioral dysregulation results in
negative consequences, including interpersonal conflicts, which in turn only fuels further
“emotional cascading” and rumination.

Emotional reasoning might thus impact patients with personality disorders and have
a critical role in maintaining the disorder as well as behavioral dysfunctions. Indeed,
another possible explanation of the mechanism is that individuals affected by personality
disorders show greater amygdala reactivity to stimuli of various types, and thus they have
more problems with the cognitive control of negative emotional information. In particular,
prefrontal areas exert inefficient regulatory control of the amygdala in those affected by
borderline personality disorder [61–63]
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7. Conclusions
7.1. Why Does Emotional Reasoning Affect Only in Some of Us?

At the end of this review on emotional reasoning, it seems useful to raise a relevant
question for a deeper understanding of individual differences and the maintenance of
psychological disorders: the main object of this paper. Why does is affective state used
as a reliable source of information only in some individuals, often feeding vicious circles
that reinforce the beliefs at the base of the affective state itself? The answer comes from
some of the studies mentioned above [8,27,52], which have explicitly investigated the role
of emotion experienced chronically (for example, trait anxiety, trait guilt, trait fear/phobia
of contamination, or disgust propensity) in the use of state-emotion, instead of emotions
experienced temporarily, for judgments and evaluations. According to the findings of these
studies, state-emotion assumes greater relevance if supported by previous information
provided by the same trait-emotion.

On the other hand, the state-emotion may not assume any relevance if the information it
produces is inconsistent with that generated by the trait-emotion. Therefore, trait-emotion can
be considered responsible for individual differences in the use of state-emotion as a source
of information. Individuals with high trait-emotion tend to have greater confidence in the
information provided by their temporary emotional state. For example, Gasper and Clore [8],
after having shown that negative affect influences risk estimates in healthy participants (see
above), also found a relationship between trait-affect and emotional reasoning, demonstrating
the role of trait-affect in people’s use of state-affect when making judgments of risk. Indeed,
after a negative induction, high-trait anxious people estimated more risk, while low-trait
anxious participants did not. Moreover, Gangemi et al. [27] found that trait guilt influences
the way state guilt is used as information on the judgment of risk (likelihood and severity
of a negative outcome) and on the evaluation of preventive performance. In particular, they
found that the guilt induction had a relevant role, as it led individuals to evaluate a negative
event as more severe and more possible than deemed by “anxious” participants and that
these findings were qualified by an interaction with trait guilt. Furthermore, high-trait guilty
individuals estimated the likelihood and severity of the negative event only after the guilt
induction, not after the anxiety and neutral affect induction, while low-trait guilty individuals
did not show this pattern. Finally, they noticed that high-trait guilty individuals reported
higher levels of dissatisfaction with their preventive actions after the guilt induction than
after both an anxiety and a neutral affect induction, whereas low-trait guilty participants
did not. Thus, it seems that high-trait guilt influences the way temporary affect is used as
information on the judgment of the severity and the likelihood of a negative outcome and on
the estimation of preventive performance, while in the low-trait guilt group the state affect
had no effect. All these findings thus suggest the existence of a relevant difference between
individuals scoring high and low in trait anxiety or guilt; this may be due to the faith in the
informational value of anxious or guilty feelings.

In addition, these experiments clearly show that (a) state -and trait-emotion represent
two distinct sources of information; (b) state- and trait-emotion are related; (c) emotion
experienced chronically appears to be more reliable in guiding evaluations and judgments.
The latter point recalls what Damasio [64] stated in his book, Descartes’ Error (1994): the
emotion experienced chronically (dispositional affect) amplifies the informational effect of
the experienced emotion transiently.

7.2. How Does Emotional Reasoning Lead to the Maintenance of Psychological Disorders?

We want to conclude with a brief review on why affect as an information mechanism
leads to the maintenance of some pathological disorders, such as anxiety disorders, mood
disorders, obsessive-compulsive disorders, and personality disorders. Several hypotheses
have indeed been proposed to explain this relation. One of the first is by Caprara and
Cervone [2], which states that the emotional information could become like an authoritative
inner voice in people who chronically experience affective states such as anxiety, sadness,
guilt, or fear [2]. While normal individuals would be able to eliminate or reduce the
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influence of the mood effect, clinical patients fail in stopping the inner voice from being
experienced as authoritative (e.g., “If I feel anxious, then I blush” or “If I feel guilty, then I
have to wash my hands 10 times before going outside”), which creates vicious circles, with
the result of maintaining the beliefs and thus the disorder based on those beliefs.

More recently, Meeten and Davey [10] proposed the mood-as-input hypothesis (see
above) as a theory that may be applied to further the understanding of perseveration
across different disorders, including pathological worrying, chronic pain, compulsive
checking, and depressive rumination. In particular, the mood-as-input hypothesis seems
to predict that perseveration during a task may be influenced by the interactions between
the individual’s stop rules and their concurrent mood. They also attest that the valence
of an individual’s concurrent mood may be used as input or information about whether
the stop-rule-defined goals for the task have been met. According to the authors, clinical
individuals are characterized by specific features that tend to facilitate perseveration
through mood-as-input processes.

Finally, more recently, Tiba [65] states that the emotion used as information can also be
represented as mental pictures or images, which may influence the interaction of feelings
and judgments, reinforcing the pathological beliefs from which the emotion arises and thus
maintaining emotional disorders. Therefore, according to this approach, the emotional
states can be co-opted as embodied simulations of feelings, that is, a partial re-creation of
emotional states. This is to say that individuals with a personal aptitude for the creation of
images or “mental movies” may be strongly influenced by the content of their imagination.
According to this perspective, Berle and Moulds [56] would explain why depressed patients
may not show increases in emotional reasoning as follows: these patients have difficulties
in the simulation process (probably because of the lack of concentration).

In accordance with the literature (see above), we hypothesize that what contributes
to the maintenance of psychological disorders is the individual relevance of trait-emotion
in the use of state-emotion as information for inference or evaluations. For example,
greater chronic anxiety or guilt (i.e., trait-emotion) leads to greater perceived risk or greater
evaluation standards for performance. A relevant discrepancy between individuals scoring
high and low in trait anxiety or guilt may consist of the faith in the informational value
of guilty or anxious feelings. From this perspective, greater chronic anxiety or guilt may
lead to greater perceived risk or standards. This would explain the reason why anxious,
depressed, or obsessive patients tend to give great importance to the information produced
by their temporary affect, which in turn would reinforce the beliefs (for example, of danger)
at the basis of the emotional state itself, leading to the maintenance of the disorder.

The phenomenon similarly works in patients with personality disorders. However,
in addition to the specific presence of a trait-emotion, patients with personality disorders
are influenced by emotional reasoning for at least three other reasons: (1) the egosyntonic
template, which prevents patients from looking at their responses in a critical way; (2) the
higher sensitivity to emotional activity, which more deeply affects the cognitive control
of negative emotional information (emotional events also usually trigger rumination and
negative cognition; (3) the higher presence of information-processing biases, which distort
most cognitive areas (including perception, attention, thought, memory, etc.).

In conclusion, considering the studies discussed in this paper, we suggest that emo-
tional reasoning is one aspect of cognition that is reliably biased in many disorders. More-
over, negative emotional context, even context entirely unrelated to social or event judg-
ments, may negatively influence the behavior and decision-making processes of patients.
Therefore, we believe that an awareness of the cognitive biases triggered by emotional
reasoning may result in new directions for treatment. Similarly, awareness of the impact
of emotional context on these biases may help therapists and patients to intervene in
automatic cognitive processes that perpetuate dysfunctional beliefs.
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8. Limits of the Studies

In this paper we analyzed the phenomenon of emotional reasoning associated with
major psychopathological disorders such as mood disorders, anxiety disorders, obsessive-
compulsive disorders, and personality disorders. Although this study provides a well-
structured review of the literature and a good description of the cognitive bias, thus
contributing to a deeper understanding of this topic, the paper is a non-systematic review.
It does not give an overview of the phenomenon in all psychopathological disorders, mainly
because the topic has not yet been investigated on a whole series of psychopathologies,
which are missing here. Furthermore, most of findings reported in our paper, which
demonstrate the emotional reasoning mechanism in pathological disorders, have been
obtained with analog samples. There are only a few trials that include individuals suffering
from psychological disorders. This topic thus awaits further testing in clinical participants.
However, the fact that non-clinical people with a general inclination to feel an emotion
tend to use that state-emotion as information about, for example, the danger of a situation,
even when the emotion has nothing to do with the situation, suggests that this may be a
strong mechanism. The relation might be even stronger in a clinical group of subjects who
experience that emotion chronically.

Author Contributions: All the authors have contributed equally to this work. All authors have read
and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This paper received no external funding.

Institutional Review Board Statement: The study did not require ethical approval.

Acknowledgments: The research was made possible by a grant to Francesco Mancini and Amelia
Gangemi from Associazione di Psicologia Cognitiva-APC, Rome, Italy.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Scherer, K.R. Appraisal theory. In Handbook of Cognition and Emotion; Dalgleish, T., Power, M.J., Eds.; John Wiley & Sons Ltd.:

Hoboken, NJ, USA, 1999; pp. 637–663. [CrossRef]
2. Caprara, G.V.; Cervone, D. Personality: Determinants, Dynamics, and Potentials; Cambridge University Press: Boston, MA, USA, 2000.
3. Arntz, A.; Rauner, M.; van den Hout, M. “If I feel anxious, there must be danger”: Ex-consequentia reasoning in inferring danger

in anxiety disorder. Behav. Res. Ther. 1995, 33, 917–925. [CrossRef]
4. Schwarz, N.; Clore, G.L. Mood, misattribution, and judgments of well-being: Informative and directive functions of affective

states. J. Personal. Soc. Psychol. 1983, 45, 513–523. [CrossRef]
5. Clore, G.L. Cognitive phenomenology: Feelings and the construction of judgment. In The Construction of Social Judgments; Martin,

L.L., Tesser, A., Eds.; Lawrence Erlbaum Associates: Hillsdale, NJ, USA, 1992.
6. Schwarz, N.; Clore, G.L. How do I feel about it? The informative function of affective states. In Affect, Cognition and Social

Behaviour: New Evidence and Integrative Attempts; Fiedler, K., Forgas, J., Eds.; Hogrefe: Toronto, Canada, 1988.
7. Schwarz, N.; Clore, G.L. Feelings and phenomenal experiences. In Social Psychology: A Handbook of Basic Principles; Higgins, E.T.,

Kruglanski, A., Eds.; Guilford Press: New York, NY, USA, 1996.
8. Gasper, K.; Clore, G.L. The Persistent Use of Negative Affect by Anxious Individuals to Estimate Risk. J. Personal. Soc. Psychol.

1998, 74, 1350–1363. [CrossRef]
9. Scott, W.D.; Cervone, D. The impact of negative affect on performance standards: Evidence for an affect-as- information

mechanism. Cogn. Ther. Res. 2002, 26, 19–37. [CrossRef]
10. Meeten, F.; Davey, G.C.L. Mood-as-input hypothesis and perseverative psychopathologies. Clin. Psychol. Rev. 2011, 31, 1259–1275.

[CrossRef]
11. Beck, A.T.; Haigh, E.A. Advances in cognitive theory and therapy: The generic cognitive model. Annu. Rev. Clin. Psycho. 2014, 10,

1–24. [CrossRef]
12. Hawksley, J.; Davey, G.C.L. Mood-as-input and depressive rumination. Behav. Res. Ther. 2010, 48, 134–140. [CrossRef]
13. Van den Hout, M.; Kindt, M.; Luigjes, J.; Marck, C. Compulsive perseveration: Empirical criticism on the mood-as-input model.

Behav. Res. Ther. 2007, 45, 1221–1230. [CrossRef]
14. Kendall, P.C. Toward a cognitive-behavioral model of child psychopathology and a critique of related interventions. J. Abnorm.

Child Psychol. 1985, 13, 357–372. [CrossRef]
15. Barsalou, L.W. Simulation, situated conceptualization, and prediction. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. B Biol. Sci. 2009, 364, 1281–1289.

[CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1002/0470013494.ch30
http://doi.org/10.1016/0005-7967(95)00032-S
http://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.45.3.513
http://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.74.5.1350
http://doi.org/10.1023/A:1013837520031
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2011.08.002
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-clinpsy-032813-153734
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.brat.2009.10.004
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.brat.2006.09.001
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF00912722
http://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2008.0319


Brain Sci. 2021, 11, 471 12 of 13

16. Ji, J.L.; Holmes, E.A.; Blackwell, S.E. Seeing light at the end of the tunnel: Positive prospective mental imagery and optimism in
depression. Psychol. Res. 2017, 247, 155–162. [CrossRef]

17. Niedenthal, P.M. Embodying emotion. Science 2007, 316, 1002–1005. [CrossRef]
18. Niedenthal, P.M.; Winkielman, P.; Mondillon, L.; Vermeulen, N. Embodied emotion concepts. J. Pers. Soc. Psychol 2009, 96,

120–136. [CrossRef]
19. Vermeulen, N.; Niedenthal, P.M.; Luminet, O. Switching between sensory and affective systems incurs processing costs. Cogn. Sci.

2007, 31, 183–192. [CrossRef]
20. Oosterwijk, S.; Topper, M.; Rotteveel, M.; Fischer, A.H. When the mind forms fear: Embodied fear knowledge potentiates bodily

reactions to fearful stimuli. Sociol. Psychol. Pers. Sci. 2010, 1, 65–72. [CrossRef]
21. Davis, J.D.; Winkielman, P.; Coulson, S. Facial action and emotional language: ERP evidence that blocking facial feedback

selectively impairs sentence comprehension. J. Cogn. Neurosci. 2015, 27, 2269–2280. [CrossRef]
22. Davis, J.D.; Winkielman, P.; Coulson, S. Sensorimotor simulation and emotion processing: Impairing facial action increases

semantic retrieval demands. Cogn. Affect. Behav. Neurosci. 2017, 17, 652–664. [CrossRef]
23. Kahneman, D.; Tversky, A. The simulation heuristic. In Judgment Under Uncertainty: Heuristics and Biases; Kahneman, D., Slovic,

P., Tversky, A., Eds.; Cambridge University Press: Cambridge, MA, USA, 1982; pp. 201–211.
24. Schwarz, N. Feelings-as-information theory. In Handbook of Theories of Social Psychology; Van Langhe, P., Kruglanski, A., Higgins,

E.T., Eds.; Sage Publications: Thousand Oaks, CA, USA, 2012; pp. 289–308. [CrossRef]
25. Etkin, A.; Wager, T.D. Functional neuroimaging of anxiety: A meta-analysis of emotional processing in PTSD, Social anxiety

disorder, and specific phobia. Am. J. Psychol. 2007, 164, 1476–1488. [CrossRef]
26. Johnson-Laird, P.N.; Mancini, F.; Gangemi, A. A hyper-emotion theory of psychological illnesses. Psychol. Rev. 2006, 113, 822. [CrossRef]
27. Gangemi, A.; Mancini, F.; van den Hout, M. Feeling guilty as a source of information about threat and performance. Behav. Res.

Ther. 2007, 45, 2387–2396. [CrossRef]
28. Beck, A.T.; Emery, C.; Greenberg, R.I. Anxiety Disorders and Phobias: A Cognitive Perspective; Basic Books: New York, NY, USA, 1985.
29. Engelhard, I.M.; Macklin, M.; McNally, R.J.; Van den Hout, M.A.; Arntz, A. Emotion- and intrusion-based reasoning in Vietnam

veterans with and without chronic posttraumatic stress disorder. Behav. Res. Ther. 2001, 39, 1339–1348. [CrossRef]
30. Morren, M.; Muris, P.; Kindt, M. Emotional reasoning and parent-based reasoning in normal children. Child Psychiatry Hum. Dev.

2004, 35, 3–20. [CrossRef]
31. Morren, M.; Muris, P.; Kindt, M.; Schouten, E.; Van den Hout, M. Emotional reasoning and parent-based reasoning in non-clinical

children, and their prospective relationships with anxiety symptoms. Child Psychiatry Hum. Dev. 2008, 39, 351–367. [CrossRef]
32. Muris, P.; Kindt, M.; Bögels, S.M.; Merckelbach, H.; Gadet, B.; Moulaert, V. Anxiety and threat perception abnormalities in normal

children. J. Psychopathol. Behav. Assess. 2000, 22, 183–199. [CrossRef]
33. Muris, P.; Luermans, J.; Merckelbach, H.; Mayer, B. “Danger is lurking everywhere”. The relation between anxiety and threat

perception abnormalities in normal children. J. Behav. Ther. Exp. Psychiatry 2000, 31, 123–136. [CrossRef]
34. Muris, P.; Merckelbach, H.; Van Spauwen, I. The emotional reasoning euristic in children. Behav. Res. Ther. 2003, 41, 261–272. [CrossRef]
35. Muris, P.; Merckelbach, H.; Schepers, S.; Meesters, C. Anxiety, threat perception abnormalities, and emotional reasoning in

nonclinical Dutch children. J. Clin. Child Adolesc. Psychol. 2003, 32, 453–459. [CrossRef]
36. Muris, P.; Vermeer, E.; Horselenberg, R. Cognitive development and the interpretation of anxiety-related physical symptoms in

4-13-year-old non-clinical children. J. Behav. Ther. Exp. Psychiatry 2008, 39, 73–86. [CrossRef]
37. Clark, D.A. Cognitive-Behavioral Therapy for OCD; Guilford Press: New York, NY, USA, 2004.
38. MacDonald, C.B.; Davey, G.C.L. A mood-as-input account of perseverative checking: The relationship between stop rules, mood

and confidence in having checked successfully. Behav. Res. Ther. 2005, 43, 69–91. [CrossRef]
39. O’Connor, K.P.; Aardema, F.; Pelissier, M.C. Beyond Reasonable Doubt: Reasoning Process in Obsessive Compulsive Disorder; Wiley:

New York, NY, USA, 2005.
40. Rachman, S. Obsessions, responsibility and guilt. Behav. Res. Ther. 1993, 31, 149–154. [CrossRef]
41. Rachman, S. A cognitive theory of compulsive checking. Behav. Res. Ther. 2002, 40, 625–640. [CrossRef]
42. Mancini, F.; Gangemi, A. Fear of guilt of behaving irresponsibly in obsessive-compulsive disorder. J. Behav. Ther. Exp. Psychiatry

2004, 35, 109–120. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
43. Gangemi, A. Deontological guilt and obsessive compulsive disorder. J. Behav. Ther. Exp. Psychiatry 2015, 49, 157–163.
44. Niler, E.R.; Beck, S.J. The relationship among guilt, disphoria, anxiety and obsessions in a normal population. Behav. Res. Ther.

1989, 27, 213–220. [CrossRef]
45. Salkovskis, P.M.; Forrester, E. Responsibility. In Cognitive Approaches to Obsessions and Compulsions; Frost, R.O., Steketee, G., Eds.;

Pergamon: Oxford, UK, 2002.
46. Van Oppen, P.; Arntz, A. Cognitive therapy for obsessive-compulsive disorder. Behav. Res. Ther. 1994, 32, 79–87. [CrossRef]
47. Freeman, A.; Pretzer, J.; Fleming, B.; Simon, K. Clinical Applications of Cognitive Therapy; Plenum Press: New York, NY, USA, 1990.
48. Ladouceur, R.; Rhe´aume, J.; Freeston, M.H.; Aublet, F.; Jean, K.; Lachance, S.; Langlois, F.; de Pokomandy-Morin, K. Experimental

manipulation of responsibility: An analogue test for models of obsessive-compulsive disorders. Behav Res. 1995, 33, 937–946.
[CrossRef]

49. Mancini, F. The Obsessive Mind: Understanding and Treating Obsessive-Compulsive Disorder; Routledge: London, UK, 2018. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2016.11.025
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.1136930
http://doi.org/10.1037/a0015574
http://doi.org/10.1080/03640210709336990
http://doi.org/10.1177/1948550609355328
http://doi.org/10.1162/jocn_a_00858
http://doi.org/10.3758/s13415-017-0503-2
http://doi.org/10.4135/9781446249215.n15
http://doi.org/10.1176/appi.ajp.2007.07030504
http://doi.org/10.1037/0033-295X.113.4.822
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.brat.2007.03.011
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0005-7967(00)00101-7
http://doi.org/10.1023/B:CHUD.0000039317.50547.e3
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10578-007-0091-4
http://doi.org/10.1023/A:1007588524525
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0005-7916(00)00016-1
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0005-7967(02)00005-0
http://doi.org/10.1207/S15374424JCCP3203_13
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbtep.2006.10.014
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.brat.2003.11.003
http://doi.org/10.1016/0005-7967(93)90066-4
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0005-7967(01)00028-6
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbtep.2004.04.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15210373
http://doi.org/10.1016/0005-7967(89)90039-9
http://doi.org/10.1016/0005-7967(94)90086-8
http://doi.org/10.1016/0005-7967(95)00024-R
http://doi.org/10.4324/9780429452956


Brain Sci. 2021, 11, 471 13 of 13

50. Mancini, F.; D’Olimpio, F.; Cieri, L. Manipulation of responsibility in non-clinical subjects: Does expectation of failure exacerbate
obsessive-compulsive behaviours? Behav. Res. Ther. 2004, 42, 449–457. [CrossRef]

51. Lommen, M.; Cath, D.; Engelhard, I.M.; van Oppen, P. Feeling is believing: Emotional reasoning in obsessive compulsive disorder.
In Proceedings of the Annual Meeting of the European Association for Behavioural and Cognitive Therapies, Stockholm, Sweden,
31 August–3 September 2016. [CrossRef]

52. Knowles, K.A.; Cox, R.C.; Armstrong, T.; Olatunji, B.O. Cognitive mechanisms of disgust in the development and maintenance of
psychopathology: A qualitative review and synthesis. Clin. Psychol. Rev. 2019, 69, 30–50. [CrossRef]

53. Olatunji, B.O.; Sawchuk, C.N.; Lohr, J.M.; de Jong, P.J. Disgust domains in the prediction of contamination fear. Behav. Res. Ther.
2004, 42, 93e104. [CrossRef]

54. Olatunji, B.O.; Tart, C.D.; Ciesielski, B.G.; McGrath, P.B.; Smits, J.A. Specificity of disgust vulnerability in the distinction and
treatment of OCD. J. Psychiatr. Res. 2011, 45, 1236–1242. [CrossRef]

55. Verwoerd, J.; de Jong, P.J.; Wessel, I.; van Hout, W.J. “If I feel disgusted, I must be getting ill”: Emotional reasoning in the context
of contamination fear. Behav. Res. Ther. 2013, 51, 122–127. [CrossRef]

56. Berle, D.; Moulds, M.L. An experimental investigation of emotional reasoning processes in depression. Br. J. Clin. Psychol. 2013,
52, 316–329. [CrossRef]

57. Lewinsohn, P.M.; Steinmetz, J.L.; Larson, D.W.; Franklin, J. Depression-related cognitions: Antecedent or consequence? J. Abnorm.
Psychol. 1981, 90, 213–219. [CrossRef]

58. Freeman, A.; Pretzer, J.; Fleming, B.; Simon, K.M. Histrionic and Narcissistic Personality Disorders. Clinical Applications of
Cognitive Therapy. In Clinical Applications of Cognitive Therapy; Springer: Boston, MA, USA, 2004. [CrossRef]

59. Masland, S.R.; Hooley, J.M. When Trust Does Not Come Easily: Negative Emotional Information Unduly Influences Trustworthi-
ness Appraisals for Individuals with Borderline Personality Features. J. Pers Disord. 2020, 34, 394–409. [CrossRef]

60. Selby, E.A.; Joiner, T.J. Cascades of emotion: The emergence of borderline personality disorder from emotional and behavioral
dysregulation. Rev. Gen. Psychol. 2009, 13, 219–229. [CrossRef]

61. Lis, E.; Greenfield, B.; Henry, M.; Guile, J.M.; Dougherty, G. Neuroimaging and genetics of borderline personality disorder:
A review. J. Psychiatry Neurosci. 2007, 32, 162–173.

62. Minzenberg, M.J.; Fan, J.; New, A.S.; Tang, C.Y.; Siever, L.J. Fronto-limbic dysfunction in response to facial emotion in borderline
personality disorder: An event-related fMRI study. Psychiatry Res. Neuroimaging 2007, 155, 231–243. [CrossRef]

63. Silbersweig, D.; Clarkin, J.F.; Goldstein, M.; Kernberg, O.; Tuescher, O.; Levy, K.N.; Stern, E. Failure of frontolimbic inhibitory
function in the context of negative emotion in borderline personality disorder. Am. J. Psychiatry 2007, 164, 1832–1841. [CrossRef]

64. Damasio, A.R. Descartes’ Error; Putman: New York, NY, USA, 1994.
65. Tiba, A.I. Feelings-As-Embodied Information: Studying the Role of Feelings as Images in Emotional Disorders. Front. Psychol. 2018.

[CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/S0005-7967(03)00153-0
http://doi.org/10.1080/02699931.2013.795482
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2018.06.002
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0005-7967(03)00102-5
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychires.2011.01.018
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.brat.2012.11.005
http://doi.org/10.1111/bjc.12019
http://doi.org/10.1037/0021-843X.90.3.213
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4419-8905-5
http://doi.org/10.1521/pedi_2019_33_404
http://doi.org/10.1037/a0015687
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.pscychresns.2007.03.006
http://doi.org/10.1176/appi.ajp.2007.06010126
http://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2018.00186

	Introduction 
	Emotional Reasoning or Affect-as-Information 
	Emotional Reasoning or Affect-As-Information Mechanism in Anxiety Disorders 
	Emotional Reasoning or Affect-As Information Mechanism in Obsessive-Compulsive Disorder (OCD) 
	Emotional Reasoning or Affect-As-Information in Mood Disorders 
	Emotional Reasoning and Personality Disorders 
	Conclusions 
	Why Does Emotional Reasoning Affect Only in Some of Us? 
	How Does Emotional Reasoning Lead to the Maintenance of Psychological Disorders? 

	Limits of the Studies 
	References

